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questions, please feel free to contact me di-
rectly, or your staff can contact my Legisla-
tive Director, Coby Dolan.
Sincerely,
DEBBIE WASSERMAN SCHULTZ,
Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignation is accepted.

There was no objection.

———————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 20, 2011.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa-
tives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
September 20, 2011 at 11:18 a.m.:

That the Senate agreed to S. Res. 271.

Appointments:

Library of Congress Trust Fund Board.

With best wishes, I am,

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today.

———

UNITED STATES PAROLE COMMIS-
SION EXTENSION ACT OF 2011

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 2944) to provide for the con-
tinued performance of the functions of
the United States Parole Commission,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2944

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘United
States Parole Commission Extension Act of
2011,

SEC. 2. AMENDMENT OF SENTENCING REFORM
ACT OF 1984.

For purposes of section 235(b) of the Sen-
tencing Reform Act of 1984 (18 U.S.C. 3551
note; Public Law 98-473; 98 Stat. 2032), as
such section relates to chapter 311 of title 18,
United States Code, and the United States
Parole Commission, each reference in such
section to ‘24 years’ or ‘‘24-year period”’
shall be deemed a reference to ‘27 years’ or
‘“27-year period”’, respectively.

SEC. 3. PAROLE COMMISSION REPORT.

Not later than 180 days after the date of

enactment of this Act, the United States Pa-
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role Commission shall report to the Commit-
tees on the Judiciary of the Senate and
House of Representatives the following:

(1) The number of offenders in each type of
case over which the Commission has juris-
diction, including the number of Sexual or
Violent Offender Registry offenders and Tier
Levels offenders, for fiscal years 2006 through
2011.

(2) The number of hearings, record reviews
and National Appeals Board considerations
conducted by the Commission in each type of
case over which the Commission has jurisdic-
tion for fiscal years 2006 through 2011.

(3) The number of hearings conducted by
the Commission by type of hearing in each
type of case over which the Commission has
jurisdiction for fiscal years 2006 through 2011.

(4) The number of record reviews conducted
by the Commission by type of consideration
in each type of case over which the Commis-
sion has jurisdiction for fiscal years 2006
through 2011.

(5) The number of warrants issued and exe-
cuted compared to the number requested in
each type of case over which the Commission
has jurisdiction for fiscal years 2006 through
2011.

(6) The number of revocation determina-
tions by the Commission in each type of case
over which the Commission has jurisdiction
for fiscal years 2006 through 2011.

(7) The distribution of initial offenses, in-
cluding violent offenses, for offenders in each
type of case over which the Commission has
jurisdiction for fiscal years 2006 through 2011.

(8) The distribution of subsequent offenses,
including violent offenses, for offenders in
each type of case over which the Commission
has jurisdiction for fiscal years 2006 through
2011.

(9) The percentage of offenders paroled or
re-paroled compared with the percentage of
offenders continued to expiration of sentence
(less any good time) in each type of case over
which the Commission has jurisdiction for
fiscal years 2006 through 2011.

(10) The percentage of cases (except prob-
able cause hearings and hearings in which a
continuance was ordered) in which the pri-
mary and secondary examiner disagreed on
the appropriate disposition of the case (the
amount of time to be served before release),
the release conditions to be imposed, or the
reasons for the decision in each type of case
over which the Commission has jurisdiction
for fiscal years 2006 through 2011.

(11) The percentage of decisions within,
above, or below the Commission’s decision
guidelines for Federal initial hearings (28
C.F.R. 2.20) and Federal and D.C. Code rev-
ocation hearings (28 C.F.R. 2.21).

(12) The percentage of revocation and non-
revocation hearings in which the offender is
accompanied by a representative in each
type of case over which the Commission has
jurisdiction for fiscal years 2006 through 2011.

(13) The number of administrative appeals
and the action of the National Appeals Board
in relation to those appeals in each type of
case over which the Commission has jurisdic-
tion for fiscal years 2006 through 2011.

(14) The projected number of Federal of-
fenders that will be under the Commission’s
jurisdiction as of October 31, 2014.

(15) An estimate of the date on which no
Federal offenders will remain under the
Commission’s jurisdiction.

(16) The Commission’s annual expenditures
for offenders in each type of case over which
the Commission has jurisdiction for fiscal
years 2006 through 2011.

(17) The annual expenditures of the Com-
mission, including travel expenses and the
annual salaries of the members and staff of
the Commission, for fiscal years 2006 through
2011.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. SMITH) and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. ScoTT) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 2944 currently under con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, on October 31, the au-
thorization for the United States Pa-
role Commission will expire. H.R. 2944,
the United States Parole Commission
Extension Act of 2011, extends the
Commission’s authorization for an ad-
ditional 3 years.

I thank Judiciary Committee Rank-
ing Member JOHN CONYERS, Crime Sub-
committee Chairman JIM SENSEN-
BRENNER, and Ranking Member BOBBY
ScoTT, who is here on the floor today,
for joining me in sponsoring this legis-
lation.

The Parole Commission is an inde-
pendent agency within the Department
of Justice that supervises Federal of-
fenders who are eligible for parole.

In 1984, Congress abolished Federal
parole and replaced it with a deter-
minate sentencing system. Federal of-
fenders who were sentenced prior to
November 1, 1987, were grandfathered
under the parole system. The Parole
Commission has been kept in place
since then on a temporary basis to con-
tinue supervision of these Federal of-
fenders.

In an effort to lower local crime
rates, the District of Columbia fol-
lowed the Federal example and also
abolished parole. Under the new D.C.
system, the D.C. Superior Court im-
poses a term of incarceration and su-
pervised release.

Congress subsequently expanded the
jurisdiction of the Parole Commission
to include both parole and supervised
release offenders from the District of
Columbia. The group of offenders the
Parole Commission was originally in-
tended to supervise, Federal offenders
who are eligible for parole, is a finite
number of offenders that is growing
smaller every year.

Today, however, the majority of the
Commission’s workload concerns the
District of Columbia offenders. Like
the population of Federal offenders eli-
gible for parole, the parole-eligible D.C.
offender population is also declining
over time, although at a slower rate
than Federal offenders. However, be-
cause all incoming offenders are now
sentenced under the new law, the D.C.
supervised release offender population
is increasing.



		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-05-08T09:43:00-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




